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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
LASALLE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

KEVIN KRAMER, 

) 


Petitioner, 


) 


JULIA EICKMEIER, 


) No. 15-F-153 

) 

) 


Respondent. ) 

REPORT OF AN EXCERPT OF PROCEEDINGS held in the 
above-entitled cause on November 13 , 2015 , before the 
HONORABLE MICHAEL c. jansz. Associate Circuit Judge of 

said court, in his courtroom in the LaSalle County 
Courthouse. 


REPORTED BY: 

BETH M. BUTE, 

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, 
L.N. 083-002199, 

LaSalle Co. Courthouse, 
Ottawa, Illinois 61350 
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MR. ROBERT STEELE, 

ATTORNEY AT LAW, 

LaSalle, Illinois, 

appearing on behalf of the Petitioner, Kevin 

Kramer. 


MR. JAMES DURKEE, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
Morris, Illinois, 


appearing on behalf of the Respondent, Julia 
Eickmeier. 
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(At which time the following is held on the 
record in the courtroom.) 

THE COURT: Let the record show this is Kevin 
Kramer v. Julia Eickmeier. it's 2015-F-153. 

This matter is before the Court for a hearing 

on an emergency order of protection and a petition for 
Rule to Show Cause. 


would each counsel identify themselves and 
their clients for the record? 

MR. DURKEE: James Durkee on behalf of Julia 
Eickmeier, present in court. 


MR. STEELE: Robert Steele on behalf of Kevin 
Kramer who is also in court. 

THE COURT: So the record is clear, Ms. 
Eickmeier filed a request for an emergency order of 
protection on June 25th, 2015. That petition was 
neither granted nor denied but set for a hearing and 
that is the hearing that is set today. 






ouuscyuenuy tiled by counsel 




Kramer a petition for Rule to Show Cause. That was 
filed on July 20th, 2015. it alleges that Miss 
Eickmeier has violated a prior court order by denying 
Mr. Kramer visitation. An order was entered with rega 
to that Rule to Show Cause on the same date that it wa 
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filed. 


What that means is that the burden of proof on 
both petitions will be with Miss Eichmeier. 

Now, I know the parties have been in the 
presence of me before, but I will explain this again 
just for purposes of a refresher, when a party has the 
burden of proof that means that there is a certain 
amount of evidence they are required to place before the 
Court in order to get the relief they are requesting. 

In a civil case the burden of proof is called by a 
preponderance of the evidence, which means Miss 
Eichmeier must show it's more likely true than not that 
Mr. Kramer violated the Domestic violence Act. 

When a case like this starts the parties are 
not on equal footing, with regard to the order of 
protection right now, Mr. Kramer is a little bit ahead. 
And if you think about it in terms of the scales of 
justice, the scales tip slightly in Mr. Kramer's favor 
because Miss Eichmeier has the burden of proof. As the 
evidence is presented the scales start to shift. At the 
end of the case the Court will l00 k at the evidence or 
the scales, if you will, to determine what should 
happen, if the scale tips in favor of Miss Eichmeier 
the court will grant the order of protection, if it 












tips in favor of Mr. Kramer the court will deny the 

order of protection, if at the end of the hearing the 

scales are level or the Court is not sure what happened' 

then the Court will deny the order of protection. 

Because when you have the burden of proof it-s not 

enough to tie, you actually have to move the scale in 
your favor. 

With regard to the Rule to Show Cause, the 
court has entered an order finding that Mr. Kramer has 
not received his visitation, so the issue now becomes 
whether Miss Eichmeier's failure to follow the court 
order was willful, whether there was an excuse which 
allowed her not to follow the court order, she has the. 
burden of establishing her conduct was not willful. 

Having said that, are you ready to proceed, 

counsel? 


MR. DURKEE: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Are you ready, Mr. Steele? 

MR. STEELE: Yes, I am, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. Counsel, any opening 
statements you want to make? 

MR. DURKEE: Just briefly, Your Honor. 

Although the order of protection was filed 
first and the Rule to show cause was filed subsequently' 


- 5 - 






















I 

1 < 

1] 

1: 

12 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


I'll be addressing them in reverse order, spending most 
time on the Rule to Show Cause. 

With that, I'm ready to proceed. 

THE COURT: All right. Anything you wish to 
say, Mr. Steele? 

MR. STEELE: Nothing at this point, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Thank you. 

MR. DURKEE: Your Honor, call Julia Eickmeier. 
THE COURT: Ma'am, please step forward and be 

sworn in. 

(Witness sworn.) 

JULIA EICKMEIER, 

called as a witness by the Respondent herein, after 
being first duly sworn, and testifies as follows: 

direct examination 

BY: 

MR. DURKEE 

the COURT: Counsel, you may begin when ready. 
MR. DURKEE: Thank you, Your Honor. 

Q Ma'am, would you please state your name? 

A Julia Eickmeier. 

Q And how old are you? 

A 24. 

Q Where do you reside? 
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Q 

A 
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Q 
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Q 
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Peru, Illinois. 

What's your address? 

2830 Fourth Street. 

And with whom do you live? 

Myself and my daughter. 

And your daughter is Madeline, correct? 

Yes. 

Madeline Kramer, correct? 

Correct. 

And you refer to Madeline as Maddy sometimes? 
Yes. 

What's Maddy's date of birth? 

1-20-13. 


Generally speaking, is Maddy in good health? 
A Yes. 

Q You and Mr. Kramer have been involved in a 

family law court case for sometime, correct? 

A Yes. 


Q And in April of 2014 you and he signed a joint 

iug agreement, correct? 

A Yes. 

0 That agreement awarded you and Mr. Kramer joint 

custody of Madeline, correct? 

A 


Yes. 
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Additionally, the child was to be with you at • 
all times except every other weekend from Friday at 6:00 
until Sunday at 6:00 and then every other weekend from 
Thursday at 6:00 to Sunday at 6:00, correct? 

A No. 


Q Can you ex Plain to me what the visitation 

agreement was supposed to be? 

A It's every other week Thursdays and then every 

other weekend, Thursday to Sunday. 

Q Okay, so do you get every other week -- was 

the agreement that you would also have every other 
eekend or was he going to have the child every weekend? 
A Whenever he was available to fulfill visitation 

was when we were going to make that happen. 

Q That parenting agreement also provided that you 

and Mr. Kramer can modify that agreement by written 
agreement, is that correct? 

A Correct. 

Q Do you believe that the joint parenting 

agreement would require you to provide visitation to Mr. 
Kramer if you believed that your daughter was at a 
significant risk of harm? 


Honor. 


MR. STEELE: 


I 11 object to that question, Your 
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THE COURT: Basis? 

MR. STEELE: Hypothetical. 

THE COURT: I'm going to overrule it. 

MR. STEELE: It's not relevant. 
the COURT: it goes to the willfulness. I 
think he's trying to establish the willfulness. Whether 
it's objectively reasonable the Court will determine. 

You may answer that question, ma'am. 

THE WITNESS: 

A No. 

the COURT: Just so we are clear, state your 
question again. 

MR. DURKEE: Yes, Your Honor. 

Q Do you believe the joint parenting agreement 

would require you to provide visitation with Madeline to 
Mr. Kramer unsupervised even if she was in physical or * 
emotional danger? 

A No. 

Q Do you Relieve that providing Mr. Kramer 

unsupervised visitation at this point is safe? 

MR. STEELE: Objection, Your Honor, calls for 
an opinion. 

THE WITNESS: 

A NO. 


- 9 - 














THE COURT: Overruled, because that goes to the 
issue of willfulness. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Why is it that you believe it's not safe? 

A Because I fear that my daughter is being a 

victim of sexual abuse. 

Q All right. Aside from sexual abuse, do you 

have any other concerns about Madeline being around Mr. 
Kramer? 

A Yes. 

Q What are those? 

A His abusiveness towards me and -- 

MR. STEELE: Objection, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Basis? 

MR. STEELE: Abuse towards her is not a basis 
for him not being able to see his child. 

THE COURT: And I guess I would ask you, Mr. 

Durkee, is this being offered with regard to the Rule to 
Show Cause? 


UUKKEE: Yes - I mean, you knc 
the Illinois custody statute the legislature has 

determined that regardless of when domestic abus 
in front of a child it is a factor in any custod; 
determination and I think it applies here as wel: 


in 


occurs 
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THE COURT: So you are talking about a prior 
bad act as being the basis for her -- 

MR. DURKEE; Well, I mean, honestly, we are 
just talking about her beliefs so if she reasonably 
believes that then I think Your Honor can find that she 
didn't willfully violate the order. But I'm just trying 
to establish what her thought process is in not 
following the order. 

THE COURT: Any response you want to make, Mr. 

Steele? 

MR. STEELE: Your Honor, this is not a custody 
case. This is an order that my client be allowed 
visitation and her denial of that visitation should be 
based upon facts that are relevant to the child's well 
being. if she is trying to make us believe that the 
child is in danger, goes towards her, and has no 
relation to my client's ability to see his child. 

THE COURT: The Court is going to allow her to 
answer because she is being asked to explain why her 
conduct isn't willful and I agree the Court will make an 
objective determination as to whether the evidence 
supports her subjective beliefs but I will allow her to 
offer her subjective belief recognizing that it is just 
what she says and thought, not what Mr. Kramer 
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necessarily agrees to or says. 

So your objection is going to be overruled. 

MR. DURKEE: Thank you, Your Honor. 

Q Are there any other issues that you see as 

causing Madeline to be in danger if supervised 
visitation were to occur? Unsupervised, excuse me. 

A Yes. His life-style and drug use. 

MR. STEELE: Objection, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: I'm going to sustain that unless 
she is going to have evidence of something. 

MR. DURKEE: Well, we are going to get into 
that evidence. I'm starting -- sort of preparing an 
outline for the Court here. 

THE COURT: I don't want this to turn into a 
subjective character assassination without there being ' 
sufficient evidence to back up the statement. 

MR. DURKEE: There's going to be direct 
observational evidence. Her testimony. 

THE COURT: Recent? 

MR. DURKEE: Within a year. I think since the 
joint parenting agreement. 

THE COURT: But this is -- 

MR. DURKEE: Maybe when we get to it -- it's 
going to be a little bit dated, Your Honor. 
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THE COURT: Well, my concern is that I don't 
want this to be a forum for a character assassination 
but by the same token I want to give your client a fair 
opportunity to present her case. 

MR. DURKEE: The reality is although there's 
this issue, the big issue being the sexual abuse being 
the motivating factor behind her denying visitation, 
it's a variety of factors that is behind her denial of 
visitation. That goes to her mental state. 

THE COURT: Well, I'm going to overrule your 
objection. I'm going to allow her to answer a little. 

I have some specific thoughts but I'll let her put on 
what she thinks is relevant. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Ma am, you signed the joint parenting agreement 

on April 4, 2014, correct? 

A Yes. 

Q You indicated that sexual abuse was a problem 

and the reason why you believed visitation should not be 

allowed. Had any abuse occurred prior to the joint 

parenting agreement signed on April 24, 2014, that you 
know about? 

A Yes. 

MR. STEELE: Objection, Your Honor. 
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THE COURT: Basis? 


MR. STEELE: Actions prior to entry of the 
judgment are not relevant to this matter. 

THE COURT: I'm going to overrule that. 

She said yes. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Can you please explain? 

Or let me re-ask that question. 

How many such incidents can you recall prior to 
April 24, 2014? 

MR. STEELE: What type of incidents are we 
talking about, Judge? 

THE COURT: Sexual abuse I think he's alleging. 
MR. DURKEE: Yes. 

THE COURT: Go ahead, ma'am. 

THE WITNESS: 

A About four instances that I took her to the 

hospital and many more that I just noted in my 
handwritten documents. 

Q Okay. So with that, Julia, why do you agree to 

sign the joint parenting agreement? 

MR. STEELE: Again, objection. 

THE COURT: Overruled. I want to know the 
answer to that, too. 
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THE WITNESS: 


A i didn't have adequate representation at the 

time, Your Honor. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Why do you say that, Julia? 

MR. STEELE: Objection, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Steele, I'll be honest with 
you, she is alleging abuse occurred before the joint 
agreement was signed and I want to know why 
she signs it. I'm not sure if I will buy her reasons 
but I want to hear them. 

Overruled. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Why do you say you were inadequately 

represented, Julia? 

A My attorney at the time wanted to withdraw from 

the case due to lack of payments. 

Q Your attorney was Eric Miskell? 

A Correct. 

Q And then what happened? 

A And on the date that we were to go to trial to 

discuss these matters he sent a partner of his to ask 
the Judge if he could withdraw and the Judge assigned 
his partner to represent me and only gave us like five 
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minutes to prepare. 

Q Okay. This was in Bureau County, correct? 

Yes. 

In front of Judge Hollerich? 

Uh-huh, yes. 

And was the matter set for trial that day? 

Yes. 

Was your attorney asking to withdraw so that, 
by extension, he would then not have to represent you 
during the trial? 

A Yes. 

Q And did the Judge allow him to withdraw so that 

he did not have to represent you during the trial? 

A No. 

Q Mr. Miskell was not the one present that day, 

is that correct? 

A The day that it was to go to trial, no. 

Q Okay. Do you recall which attorney was 

present? 

A His partner. Someone at his law firm who 

showed up for him. 

Q Had you ever met him before? 

A No. 

Q Had you ever talked about your case with him 
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before? 


A No. 

Q Was he on that court date advising you about 

the terms of the proposed joint parenting agreement? 

A Just that he thought that there was the right 

of first refusal act. 

Q Okay. But you signed the joint parenting 

agreement on that day, correct? 

A i do believe there was another day after that 

where we came back and Eric Miskell and Bob Steele had 
something written up and I did sign to it and he 
suggested --my attorney suggested that I sign it 
because he said we needed more proof of the sexual abuse 
and he thought that by giving Mr. Kramer visitation we 
would inevitably gather enough evidence to prove it was 
happening. 

And also he asked for the visitation days on 
the days that he worked the most, so he told me the 

child would mostly be with me, which is why I signed 
it. 

Q Had you not signed it, was it your 

understanding that Mr. Miskell was going to withdraw 
from your case? 

A Yes. He didn't want to talk about the sexual 
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abuse incident. He actually threatened to drop me as a 
client if i asked him to talk about that at the trial. 

Q ° kay> I,m 9° in 9 to turn your attention to the 

period after you signed the joint parenting agreement, 
in that joint parenting agreement it provides for 
overnight visitation to Mr. Kramer, correct? 


A Yes. 

Q Did Mr. Kramer actually exercise overnight 

visitation? 

A Not all the time. 

Q Approximately how many times did he exercise 

overnight visitation after April 24th, 2014? 

A i want to say like around five times total but 

I'm not for sure. 

Q And the final time, can you give an approximate 

date? 

A The final -- the last time that our daughter 

stayed the night overnight supposedly at his house she 
was in his care was September, sometime in September. i 
don't remember the date exactly. 

Q ° n April 24th ' 2014 , did you know where Mr. 

Kramer lived? 

Let me rephrase that. Did Mr. Kramer live with 
his parents or did he live on his own? 
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I can't remember. 



A 

MR. STEELE: Objection, relevance, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: what's the relevance? 

MR. DURKEE: Well, there's going to be 
incidents that we are going to talk about that happened 
at visitations. Just trying to set the scene, Your 
Honor, where they took place. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

You can answer the question. 

THE WITNESS: 

I think he lived at his parents' house at the 

Okay. Did he move out shortly thereafter? 

Yes. 

Did these visitations proceed in a normal 

fashion? 

A No. 

Q Do you recall were there any incidents between 

you and Mr. Kramer when any of these overnight 
visitations were taking place? 

A Yes. 

Q Can you tell me when the first incident 

occurred? 

A The date? 


A 

time. 

Q 

A 

Q 
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Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 


Approximately. 

What type of incident? 
The first incident. 

Of sexual abuse? 

No. 


Okay. You said that the visitations had not 
proceeded without incident, is that correct? 


A 

Oh, yes, you're right, okay, I remember now 

uh-huh. 



Q 

Okay. 

So if that's true then when did an 

incident 

occur 

and when was the first time? 

A 

Well, 

it was approximately about August of 

2014 . 




Q 

A 

Q 

A 


And what happened? 

That date I don't feel like is important. 
You said there was an incident, correct? 

There was one incident where I caught him 
smoking pot around her. 

Q Was that in August of 2014? 

No, that was in May. 

Okay. 

It was May 22nd or 3rd. 

And where were you when this happened? 

MR. STEELE: Can we have a year on that, 


A 

Q 

A 

Q 
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Judge? 


THE COURT: May of '14. That's what she said. 
MR. DURKEE: 

Q Where were you when this incident occurred? 

A I was at Mr. Kramer's apartment at the time. 

Q Was that his parents' house or was it his own 

apartment? 

He had moved out after he lived at his parents' 
house into his own apartment on Marquette Street in 
LaSalle and that 7 s wheire I was at 

Q And you had given the child to Kevin for 

visitation that weekend? 

No, he couldn't fulfill his visitation that 
weekend because he was busy with his job. 

Q Did the child come into his care that weekend 

at all? 

The night this incident occurred, yes. 

Q And how did the child come into his care? 

A He picked her up from my apartment in Mendota. 

Q Okay. And then when was the next contact you 

had with Mr. Kramer or your daughter? 

A i came by his house. 

Q What time was it? 

A That evening, it was about ten or eleven at 
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night. 

Q Did you knock on the door? 

A Knocked on his door. 

Q Did Mr. Kramer answer? 

A Yes. 

Q And were you invited in? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you go in? 

A Yes. 

Q What happened next? 

A i smelled marijuana strongly in the air 

Did you confront Mr. Kramer about it? 

A Yes. 


Q Did you have a conversation with him? 

A Yes. 

Q Was anyone else present? 

A Just our daughter. 


Q Was she sleeping or was she awake? 

A She was sleeping. 

Q Was she in a different room or was she in the 

same room? 


A She was in a different room than we were. 

Q What did you say to Mr. Kramer and what did he 

say to you? 
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A I think I asked him why it smelled like pot 

there and he didn't really answer me directly. And we 
kind of talked about just all the problems we were 
having and I do believe I asked to take her home with 
me, and then I reported it to the police that he was 
smoking pot there around her after I left. 

Q Do you believe there was anyone else present in 

the apartment at that time? 

A No. 

Q Had you ever tried to speak with Mr. Kramer 

about smoking marijuana around the child before? 

A Yes. 

Q When was that? 

A It was when our daughter was a newborn, a week 

to a month old. 

Q And what was the content of that conversation? 

Well, it started when I confronted him about 
him spending his money on marijuana and the fact that it 
could ruin his reputation, possibly get him arrested, 

lose his job. I felt like it was disrespectful to our 
newborn daughter. 

And another time he was smoking pot while he 
was rocking her to sleep. 

MR. STEELE: Foundation, Your Honor. 
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THE COURT: Sustained. 
MR. DURKEE: 


Q How many times had you -- prior to this 

incident that occurred in approximately May of 2014 
where you appeared at the house, smelled marijuana and 
took your child, how many times in the past do you think 
that you brought up the issue of smoking marijuana 
around the child before? 

A A lot. Like probably like six to ten times. 

Q After that? 

MR. STEELE: Objection, Your Honor. There's no 
foundation for this, if he's going to lay out these 
conversations, but just to say six times without any 
foundation is meaningless. I ask that it be stricken. 

THE COURT: I'm going to let it go in but it 
goes to the weight and obviously the Court won't give it 
much weight without specific foundation for it. 

MR. DURKEE: I understand, Your Honor, thank 

you. 

Q These six to ten conversations, did they occur 

before or after Madeline was born? 

A After and before. 

Q Okay. How many occurred after Madeline was 

born, between then and this incident that occurred in 
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May of 2014? 

A Like I said, probably around six. 

Q How frequently do you think you had this 

conversation with him between the time Madeline was born 
and May of 2014? 

A What was that? 

Q How frequently would you have these 

conversations? Once a month, once every few months? 

A a couple times a month in the beginning and 

then later on it was like once every two months after I 
moved out. 

Q Okay. After that visitation that occurred in 

May of 2014, you did not stop allowing the child to go 
with Kevin at that time, correct? 

A Correct. 

Q And, in fact, he continued to exercise 

unsupervised visitation, correct? 

A Correct. 

Q And you indicated that, well, had any other 

incidents occurred aside from or during these 
unsupervised visitations that you know of aside from the 
one that you have already described? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. After May 2014, when did the next 
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incident occur? 

a Well, it was actually before that. 

Q Okay. When was it? 

A He came out to my dad's house to visit 

Madeline. 

Q When was this? 

A i don t remember the date but he brought a bag 

of weed and had a pipe on him. 

MR. STEELE: Objection. Foundation, Your 

Honor. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Did this occur after the joint parenting 

agreement was signed? 

A Yes. 

Q And it occurred before May of 2014, this 

incident involving you arriving at the house -- and 

smelling marijuana, correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Between April 24th, 2014, and sometime in May 

is when this occurred, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you remember the exact date? 

A No. 
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Q What happened -- strike that. 

Were you present at your dad's house? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. What did you observe? 

A Well, I could smell pot so I asked him to empty 

his pockets before he went any further with him being in 
my daughter's presence, and he had a piece on him that 
was packed with marijuana in it, and a bag with like an 
eighth of weed in it. So I told him to leave. 

Q Okay. After those two incidents were there any 

incidents that occurred during the unsupervised 
visitation? 

A With the marijuana? 

Q No. Any incidents whatsoever. Perhaps it 

involves marijuana, perhaps it doesn't. 

A Unsupervised visitations? 

Q Do you recall any other incidents where you 

arrived at his home and took the child prior to the 

visitation being completed pursuant to the court order? 

A Well, yeah. 

Q Can you tell us when the next incident occurred 

after the May 2014 incident? 

A There were so many of them that I honestly 

can't even -- 
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Q You said there were only five unsupervised 

visitations, correct? 

A Well, where she stayed the night. 

Q Oh, okay. All right. 

A And three were at like his parents' house and 

then two with him. 

Q Do you recall any other incident not at his 

parents' house where Madeline was scheduled to stay the 
night? 

A Just later on in September after we made an 

agreement for her not to stay the night. 

Q And what happened in September? 

A He asked to take Madeline for a few hours that 

evening. He promised to return her by 8:00 p.m.. 

Q Do you know what time he picked the child up? 

A He picked her up about four or five. And we 

had signed an agreement prior to that stating that there 
would no longer be any overnight visitations unless 
agreed on. And we agreed to have her back that night. 

He took her to his mom's. He sent me pictures of our 
daughter at his parents and told me that he wasn't 
k^i^STi^Sf her back like we had discussed. 

Q So you had agreed that he would return the 

child at 8:00 p.m.? 
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A 


Yes. 


Q 

A 

Q 


And then he communicated with you how? 

Text message. 

In that text message he told you that he would 


not be returning the child at 8:00 p.m.? 

A Yes. 

Q I'm going to show you a document -- if i may, 

Your Honor, approach the witness? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q I'm going to show you a document marked as 

Defendant's Exhibit 1. Do you see that document? 

A Yes. 

Q What is that document? 

This is an adjustment to the joint parenting 
agreement that me and Kevin looked over together. He 
added some words in his own handwriting and signed the 
adjustment that he agreed that we should make. 

Q Okay, where were you when you reviewed this 

document with Kevin? 

A we were at my house in Peru. 

Q And when was this? 

A This was October 16 of 2014. 

Q And what was the occasion for Kevin to be at 
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your house, had you invited him? 

A Yes. To talk about this adjustment. 

Q And so you invited him inside the house, is 

that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Was there anyone else present? 

A No. 

Q And you guys sat down and discussed this, is 

that correct? 

A Correct. 

Q And what was said? 

MR. STEELE: Your Honor, object to relevance 

again. This has nothing to do with his right to see his 
child. 

THE COURT: Well, what it goes to is the issue 
of willfulness. She is testifying they had an agreement 
which modified the court order and while that isn't 
binding on the Court it might explain why parties may or 
may not have acted in a certain way, so that's why I 
think it's relevant. 

MR. DURKEE: Your Honor, if I may, it might be 
binding on the Court because the joint parenting 
agreement explicitly said they could have written 
agreements to modify the -- 
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the COURT: oh, it may be. Obviously, I 
haven't seen it so I don't know. That's an interesting 
provision since usually only the Court can modify its 
own orders. 

MR. DURKEE: I thought it was interesting when 
I saw it, too. 

THE COURT: But I'll allow her to testify to it 
for that exact reason that if counsel is correct in his 
assertion that they can modify it by written addendum it 
goes to the issue of willfulness of her denying the 
visitation. 

So your objection is overruled. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Prior to any signing of this document and any 

writing on this document, what was said between you and 
Kevin? 

A we just talked. 

Q Did you go line by line? 

A well, i asked him to take a look at it and he 

wanted to -- if he wanted to write anything or adjust it 
at all that he could, you know, come up with some 
suggestions. 

Q You had prepared this document prior to him 

arriving, is that correct? 
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A Yes . 

Q And, for example, if you look at page one 

there's a box there that had some printing in it, is 
that Kevin's printing? 

A Yes. 

Q The language which seems to say avoiding 

dramatic hostility from Mary Kramer, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q And about two lines after that the name Kevin 

Kramer is printed; did Kevin print that? 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Is that a yes? 

A Yes. 

Q And down at the bottom Kevin's name is signed, 

is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you watch him sign that? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q On the second page if you could please turn the 

page, there are six blanks along the left and about four 
of them are initialed, is that correct? 

A Correct. 

Q And the four that are initialed, did you watch 

Kevin initial those four? 
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A Y6S, I did. I even took pictures of him signing 

this agreement. 

Q Then moving on to page 3, there are six blanks 

on page 3 along the left hand line and three of them are 
initialed KRK, did you watch Kevin initial those as 
well? 

A Yes. 

Q Then on page 4 there are three blanks in three 

spots for initials, KRK, did you watch him initial those 
as well? 

A Yes. 

Q At the bottom of page 4, there's a signature of 

Kevin Kramer, did you watch him sign that? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q On the first page this document is dated 

October 16, 2014, is that when this document was signed? 
A Yes. 

Q Now, moving on to the second page in detail, 

the second blank that's signed or that's initialed 
states: Madeline stays all overnights at mom Julia's 

house unless agreed otherwise. Do you understand where 
I'm referring to? 

A Yep. 

Q Why -- did you have a discussion prior to his 
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initialing that blank? 

A I think we kind of talked about it a little bit 

and we agreed that since he played music gigs for the 
most part of his visitations during the nighttime that 
it would just be safest to have her stay with me so she 
had stability and a regular schedule. 

Q Did Mr. Kramer tell you where the child was 

going when he had these music gigs? 

A Most of the time. 

Q And where most of the time was the child going? 

Where she would go when he had her when he had 
these gigs? 

Q Correct. 

A Well, sometimes he would leave her at his 

parents' house and, you know, I felt like she should at 
least be with me, to be with one of her parents. 

Q So sometimes you would be made aware that Kevin 

was leaving the child with his parents while he was 
playing music gigs, is that correct? 

A Yeah. 

Q I'm going to turn to page 3, if you would, 

please, on the third blank that is initialed states: if 
his parents want to see Madeline, Kevin and I must 
communicate or they must communicate with me. 
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Visitation for thorn must be in a public place and it 
needs to be planned in advance. 

Do you understand what I'm referring to? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you have a discussion about this provision 

prior to Kevin initialing it? 

A Many times. 

Q Did you have a discussion on that night about • 

it? 

A Yeah, he agreed to it because -- 

Q What was the contents of your discussion? 

A He agreed that his mom's behavior was hostile. 

MR. STEELE: Objection, Your Honor, she can 
say what he said but she can't state an opinion. She is 
saying that he agreed. 

THE COURT: Yeah, sustained. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Julia, if you could please -- and it's my fault 

for asking it the wrong way -- what did you say about 
this provision and what did Kevin say about this 
provision? 

A I said that I thought that it would be in the 

best interests of Madeline and he agreed. 

Q Can you please tell me what Kevin said, not 
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what he agreed to? 

A He didn't say much. 

Q Okay. The blank right before that indicates 

Kevin promises to keep Madeline away from his parents' 
house at all times due to severe negativity and drama. 

Do you understand what I'm referring to, 

correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you have any discussion with Kevin about 

this specific provision prior to him initialing it? 

MR. STEELE: Your Honor, I'm going to object to 
this on relevance. We can go through this document 
section by section, none of it has anything to do with 
denial of visitation. 

MR. DURKEE: If the court order provides that 
if Kevin is placing this child with somebody to baby-sit 
the child Julia has the right to baby-sit the child 
first, so this is relevant to that. 

THE COURT: I tend to agree with both of you. 

On the one hand, I think it's relevant to willfulness; 
on the other hand, I don't want to spend the whole day 

through a written document which I assume will be 
offered anyway. 

MR. DURKEE: Yes, it is. Yes, it is. 
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THE COURT: I understand it's relevant to the 
issue of willfulness but I don't want it to go on ad 
infinitum, so I'll overrule the objection. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Julia, I don't know if you were able to answer 

the question in its entirety. 

Did you have a discussion about that specific 
provision and what was the contents of that discussion 
if you did? 

A About avoiding dramatic hostility from his 

mother. 

Q About keeping the child away from Kevin's 

parents? 

A Yeah, yeah, we did have a discussion, 

conversation. 

Q What did you say and what did he say? 

A Well, i said that I notice his mom had changed 

her diaper and when she was wiping and changing her with 
the wiping that she was like smacking her and like 
hitting her and pressing extremely too hard and that I 
felt like it was aggressive and possibly causing these 
symptoms. And right after I saw that, I asked him about 
this. This has been like a huge problem, ongoing 
problem, and he told me that -- 















MR. STEELE: Objection, foundation. Are we 
talking about another time or the time the agreement was 
signed? 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

MR. DURKEE: We are talking about the contents 
of the conversation that occurred. 

THE COURT: Yeah, but she said that apparently 
the grandmother wiped the bottom too hard and there's no 
foundation as to when that occurred. 

MR. DURKEE: Right. But we are saying that she 
said that, not that it actually happened. 

THE COURT: As long as it's understood that 
that's her opinion about something. 

Overruled. 

MR. STEELE: When did this conversation take 
place with Kevin, at the time of the agreement or the 
incident? 

MR. DURKEE: The time of the agreement. 

THE COURT: Right. Overruled. 

Go ahead. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q After you were able to speak about this to 

Kevin, did he have a response? 

He just said that he thought I was right, that 
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he thought that his mom was a negative influence. She 
was mean to him and Madeline doesn't need to see people 
treating either of her parents that way. 

MR. DURKEE: Your Honor, I would offer 
Defendant's Exhibit 1 into evidence. 

THE COURT: Any objection? 

MR. STEELE: Yes, Your Honor, I object to it as 
to relevance, this is a Rule to Show Cause. 

THE COURT: You do not believe it's relevant to 
show her willfulness? 

MR. STEELE: No. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

MR. STEELE: I don't think this agreement has 
anything to do with the denial of visitation, it's 
staying away from the mother. 

THE COURT: I understand. I'm going to admit 
it over objection as to the issue of willfulness, so 
that will be admitted. 

(At which time Respondent's Exhibit Number 1 
is admitted into evidence without objection.) 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q After October 16, that agreement, did any other 

overnight visitation occur? 

A The one night in September. 
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Q No, after October. 

A it was September of -- let's see, that was made 

in October, it only happened one time that she stayed 
the night after we signed that. I don't remember the 
exact date. It was sometime when it was getting cold 
out so probably a little after that. 

Q Okay. Do you recall if it was a month after, a 

week after? 

A it was probably a couple months after. I don't 

know why I said September. I'm sorry. 

Q Would you suggest December? 

A Probably. 

MR, STEELE: Objection. Leading, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Sustained. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q What do you mean when you say a couple months? 

A Well, it was kind of winter out. I think it 

was probably November, December or January. it was 
after that. 

Q Did that visitation go without incident? 

MR. STEELE: Objection. Foundation, Your 
Honor. A three month time period here. 

THE COURT: Are you able to lay a better 
foundation? 
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MR. DURKEE: I can try. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Okay. Julia, there's a three month time period 

where you say this visitation occurred, can you be any 
more specific? 

A Not at this moment. I have it written down in 

my documents. 

Q Okay. 

A And then there was -- 

MR. STEELE: Objection, there's no question 

pending. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q So you're saying your memory is exhausted? 

A Well, I mean, I don't have, you know, a book in 

front of me that lists the dates and everything that 
happened. 

Q So you would agree your memory is exhausted? 

MR. STEELE: Objection, leading. 

THE COURT: Overruled. He is trying to lay the 
proper foundation for a recollection refresh. 

Overruled. 

MR. DURKEE: 
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Q Do you have a document with you that would 

provide this exact date that if you looked at it it 
would refresh your recollection? 

A Not with me at the moment, no. 

Q All right. After -- excuse me. 

Did you provide the child for visitation during 
the holidays in 2014? 

A Yes. 

Q When? 

A Christmas Eve. 

Q Was that an overnight visitation? 

A No. 

Q Was there any incident that you recall during 

that visitation? 

A No, she was only gone about three hours for his 

family's Christmas party. 

Q In January, 2015, however, you took the child 

to the hospital, is that correct? 

MR. STEELE: Objection, leading. 

THE COURT: Overruled. He's just directing her 
to an area. Overruled. 

THE WITNESS: 

A Correct. 

MR. DURKEE: 
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Q Do you recall what hospital you took the child 

to? 

A Peoria Pediatric Resource Center. 

Q Do you recall the reason for taking the child 

to that hospital? 

A she was showing sexual abuse symptoms. 

MR. STEELE: I'll object to this, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Basis? 

MR. STEELE: This matter has already been heard 
fry this Court and the Court made a finding in this court 
upon this very matter. We don't need to rehash old 
ground. This was the subject of an order of protection 
previously heard by this Court in February 2015. The 
Court ruled. The Court told her the basis of her order 
of protection was dismissed. 

THE WITNESS: Your Honor; -- 
MR. DURKEE: No. 

THE COURT: Counsel, what's your response? 

MR. DURKEE: Well, first of all, this issue 
hasn't been decided. We are not talking about whether 
child was abused, we are talking about whether her 
reasonable belief is that this child was abused. 

MR. STEELE: How can it be reasonable if this 
Court said it didn't happen? 
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MR. DURKEE: i don't know about these other 
proceedings. I haven't looked at the transcripts. 

MR. STEELE: That's no excuse. 

THE COURT: First of all, don't talk over each 
other, counsel. That's not going to happen. 

Go ahead, counsel, what were you saying? 

MR. DURKEE: I just don't know the contents of 
these other proceedings. 

THE COURT: There was another case filed, 

2014-OP-37. Miss Eichmeier did file a petition for 
order of protection against Mr. Kramer on February 7, 
2014. Following a contested hearing, this Court denied 
her request for an order of protection. 

On March 3rd, 2015, she filed another petition 
for order of protection and that does include 
allegations that are similar to what she is saying now. 
After a contested hearing, the Court denied that 
petition for order of protection. 

I understand it's relevant to the willfulness. 

I do not want to relitigate that issue. The Court 
obviously is aware of what happened before and aware of 
those allegations so that's my only concern with it is 
that we are getting into having a hearing on something 
the Court already heard evidence on. 
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I know you weren't here. 

MR. DURKEE: Right. I don't know if she was 
represented. 

THE COURT: I don't think she was but I may be 
wrong on that. Let me see. 

No, she was pro se. 

But I will allow you to ask why but I don't 
want to get into the details on it again. I mean, I 
just -- we have already done that once. 

MR. DURKEE: Okay, she said that she took the 
child because she believed that the child had been 
sexually abused. Can I ask her why she believed that? 

THE COURT: Yeah, I'll allow that answer and 
ask her why she thought it and then that probably will 
be good. 

MR. DURKEE: All right. 

Q Ma'am, why did you believe the child had been 

sexually abused which led you to take the child to the 
hospital? 

A Well, when I got her back and I changed her 

diaper I saw that she had an enlarged vaginal opening 
from her normal state and peculiar redness and swelling 
along with that as well as behavioral disturbances that 
of a sexual nature, like pressing on her diaper and 
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saying owie, and squeezing like her area and kind of 
like walking funny. Crying. Not eating. Not 
sleeping. 

Q Are these behaviors unusual, Julia? 

A Yes. Vomiting. Not able to sleep. 

Depressed. Laying on the ground crying for hours. 

Q How often would these behaviors occur? 

A After she comes back from being with the 

father. 

Q And for how long would they continue? 

MR. STEELE: Objection. Foundation, Your 

Honor. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

Go ahead. 

MR. STEELE: There's no timeframe. 

THE COURT: Well, she previously said it was 
January of 2015. 

MR. DURKEE: After visitations occurred. I can 
be more specific on that. 

Q You took her to the hospital in January of -- 

you took the child to the hospital in January of 2015. 
Was there a visitation that occurred prior to then, 
within the immediate period prior to that? 

MR. STEELE: Your Honor, I thought this is what 
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we were not going to get into. This was litigated. 

MR. DURKEE: I'm trying to address counsel's 
objection. 

THE COURT: When he tried to clear up what your 
objection is you're objecting to him addressing what you 
objected to. He's only laying this foundation because 
you objected to foundation. So given the fact that you 
wanted more foundation, you're getting it 

MR. STEELE: Then I'll object to the question 
because again we are going to relitigate what the Court 
has already heard. 

THE COURT: But you objected to the foundation 
issue. I think he was going to move on so now he has to 
ask questions to satisfy your objection. i mean, I 
understand why Mr. Durkee is asking the question so I 
don't want to get into all the details but if you want 

to lay a foundation briefly as to that objection then, 
counsel, go ahead. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Was there a visitation that occurred around 

January of 2015? 

A Yes. 

Q And after that visitation the child was 

returned to you? 
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A Yes. 

Q The behaviors that you cited, were they present 

after the child was returned to you? 

A Only after, uh-huh. 

Q Okay. And for how long did they continue? 

A For about three days. 

Q Okay, and when you took the child to the 

hospital at OSF Peoria, did you know if Madeline was 
examined? 

A she was not examined. 

Q Were you able to speak to anybody. 

MR. STEELE: Your Honor, I'm going to object. 
THE COURT: Basis? 

MR. STEELE: Relevance. 

MR. DURKEE: Your Honor, what she is told by a 
hospital, a person who has -- 

THE COURT: is hearsay. 

MR. DURKEE: That's true, but it bears on her 
state of mind, what she is told by professionals. 

THE COURT: Understood. But I don't think you 
can use someone else's hearsay statements to justify her 
subjective belief. 

MR. DURKEE: I think I can when I'm not 
offering it for the truth of the matter, I'm offering it 
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for her state of mind. 

THE COURT: This is exactly what we litigated • 
before. I mean, this is exactly what the order of 
protection was about. Her wanting to say what people, 
other people told her without the other -- are you going 
to have anything to back up her assertions? 

MR. DURKEE: I'm not going to have the doctors 

here, no. 

THE COURT: Any experts to talk about it? 

MR. DURKEE: Not at this point. Perhaps in the 
future. We have made significant efforts to attempt to 
get experts but we have not been able to get one. In 
fact, there's one particular expert that Ms. Eichmeier 
spoke with that is a -- to my knowledge, an expert in 
this exact field of the child abuse for young children 
and we issued a subpoena, we left multiple phone calls, 
letters, no response. We subpoenaed her for Monday so 
we have been diligent. 

THE COURT: I'm not questioning your efforts, 
but what kind of evidence -- 

MR. DURKEE: I don't have any expert testimony 

today. 

MR. STEELE: I've not received a copy of any 
subpoenas or any notification of an expert being called 
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in this matter so I would certainly object to that type 
of evidence being presented. 


THE COURT: They are not here so it's not a big 

deal. 

So you are offering this solely to explain why 
she denied him visitation? 

MR. DURKEE: Correct. 

THE COURT: Because that's not an issue. She 
definitely denied visitation. 

MR. DURKEE: Yes. She denied him overnight 
visitation or all the visitation. 

THE COURT: My only issue is that once again we 
are getting into character assassination as her 
justification for her actions because essentially you 
are leaving all these really difficult comments out 
there and accusing Mr. Kramer of a lot of things that 
she might believe in her mind but may not be objectively 
verifiable, so at what point do we stop assailing him 
and require actual evidence? That's why I'm asking 
these questions. 

MR. DURKEE: I understand. 

THE COURT: I'm going to sustain his objection 
with regard to what the doctors told her because I don't 
know how far this is going to go. Frankly, she can 
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testify to what anybody told her about anything and if I 
accept your proposition I would have to let it all in. 

MR. DURKEE: Well, I mean, I think Your Honor 
can let it all in and determine it's not reasonable. 

THE COURT: My worry is about the attack on Mr. 
Kramer's reputation without any ability for them to 
cross-examine the people she claims make these 
statements. I mean, I'm just trying to be fair to both 
sides. 

MR. DURKEE: I'm trying to give the Court the 
reasons why she denied visitation. 

THE COURT: I'll sustain the objection. You 
can move on. 

MR. DURKEE: 

Q Since the beginning of the year, Julia, you 

have tried to offer supervised visitation to Mr. Kramer, 
correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Approximately how many times have you done 

that? 

A Since the beginning of this year? 

Q Uh-huh. 

A A couple times. 

Q How many times have you offered it? 
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A I've offered probably ten supervised. 

Q How many times did the supervised visitation 

actually occur? 

A Only like about four or five. 

Q There was one instance where the visitation 

started in a park, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q And I'm going to ask you when this incident 

occurred --do you understand what incident I'm 
referring to? 


A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 


Yes. 

When did this occur? 

This incident occurred on March 15. 

Of what year? 

2015. 

Okay. And what what were the circumstances 
that gave rise to you meeting Kevin? 

Did you call him or did he call you? 

A i don't remember. 

Q Okay. But somehow you agreed that you would 

meet, correct? 

A Yes. 

Q And that was to be for visitation, correct? 

A Yes. 
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Q 

And where did you agree to meet? 

A 

At Centennial Park. 

Q 

Where is that? 

A 

it's by the library in Peru. 

Q 

Were you able to continue your visitation in 


the park that day? 

A i had to go home for about ten minutes to grab 

my phone charger and then I came back. 

Q When you came back, you had been gone you said 

for approximately ten minutes? 


A 

Uh-huh, yes. 

Q 

Do you live nearby? 

A 

I live about five minutes away. 

Q 

When you returned did you -- were you able to • 


see where Kevin and Madeline were? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

And where were they? 

A 

They were in the center of the park about 


twenty feet away from where I parked my car 


Q 

Were they by any playground equipment? 

A 

They were like by the swings. 

Q 

Did you walk to them? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

When you arrived did you notice anything 
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unusual? 


A Yes. 

Q What did you notice? 

A He had taken her pants off so when I came back 

she wasn't in her pants and I was like, why did you take 
her pants off? And he was letting her like fondle his 
crotch which is another behavior that I have a problem 
with him being alone with her because of. He lets her 
do that. And he doesn't tell her to stop and it's kind 

of like an automatic behavior she does to him when she 
sees him. 

Q But Mr. Kramer had all his clothes on, is that 

correct? 

A Yeah. 

Q And you confronted him about it, is that 

correct? 

A 

Q 

A 

was 
Q 

A 


Yes. 

And what was his response? 

Well, he said he took her pants off because it 
hot out. 

This was in March of this year? 

Yeah. 

MR. KRAMER: No, it wasn't. 

THE COURT: Go ahead, counsel. 
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MR. DURKEE: 


Q 

A 

Q 


Was it hot out? 

No. 

Did he have any other response? 


No. Usually, including this day when I talked 

to him about these matters, he just doesn't say anything 
at all. 

Q There was another incident occurring at Kevin's 

apartment, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q And when was this? 

A Approximately five days after the last day, on 

March 19. 

Q This was also in March of '15? 

A 2015. 

Q You and Kevin had made arrangements for a 

visitation, is that correct? 

A I was at the park and I think he called me or I 

called him and asked if he wanted to come have 
supervised visitation at the park, and this was at 

Sunset Park in Peru by my house, and he showed up there 
and it started raining. 

Q And what did you do? 

So we got in his car because we walked there, 
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me and Madeline, with the stroller, so we put it in his- 
car and drove around for a little bit and talked about 
what we could maybe go, like at a public place where 
it's safe, we talked about going to the mall and going 
to Target and he said he didn't want to. Because 
there's a play thing at the mall that she likes to play 
at and she enjoys Target. There's an eating area 
there. So he suggested he could make dinner and invited 
us over to his house. 

Q Did you go over to his house? 

A Yes. 

Q And was this his house where it was your 

understanding only he lived there? 

A Yes. 

Q And was this in Peru? 

A it was in LaSalle. 

Q Okay. What time did you arrive at his house? 

A it was about seven. Six or seven at night. 

Q And when you arrived what was the first thing 

you did? 

A Probably just get comfortable. Took our 

clothes off, took our shoes off. I mean our coats or 
whatever. Sorry. 

Q Did Kevin make dinner? 
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A NO. 

Q Did anything unusual happen then? 

A Yes. 

Q What happened? 

A Towards the end of the visitation when we were, 

about to leave, when we were getting ready to go, he was 
holding the child and -- 

Was he standing or sitting? 

He was standing and holding her. 

Where was he? 

We were in the living room. It's like one big 
room, his apartment, it was just like one room basically 
and we were all in there. Sitting on the chair. And he 
like carried her to the kitchen and to the bathroom, 
pretending to like wash her hands and stuff, but I kind 
of saw him like rubbing on her crotch through her 
clothes. And I asked him to stay where I could see him 
because I could see this going on and he continued to 
try to turn away from me and hold her and like show her 
out the window but he was actually touching her 
inappropriately while he was doing this. 

Q Okay, so let me back up here. 

You made it known to Kevin that you had seen 
something inappropriate, is that correct? 


Q 

A 

Q 

A 


-57 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


A 


Correct. 


Q What exactly was said in response? 

A i told him that I saw he was touching her 

crotch through her pants with his fingers. 

Q How did he respond? 

A He didn't say anything to that statement. 

Q How did he move? 

A At this point in time the conversation -- he 

was already taking us home. I was mad. I said, take us 
home. And I said, so this is why she is showing 
symptoms of sexual abuse because you are tickling her 
with your fingers. 

Q What did he say? 

A And he said, his exact word was, so? You're 

the one who is making a big deal about it. You're the 
only one that's making a big deal about it. 

MR. DURKEE: Your Honor, I'm about done if I 
could just have a minute. 

THE COURT: Yes. 

Q You have made it known to Kevin that you have 

issues with his parents watching the child, is that 
correct? 

A Correct. 

Q Do you recall the final unsupervised visitation 
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that Kevin had? 

A i recall it. 

Q Okay. Do you know when it happened? 

A The date exactly, no, I do not remember the 

date. 

Q Do you know approximately when? 

A it was after the alteration was signed. 

Q After October of 2014? 

A Yeah. 

Q Do you know where it happened? 

A The visitation? 

Q Do you know where Kevin picked up the child? 

A He picked her up at my house and then he took 

her to his mother's house. 

MR. STEELE: Object to foundation, Your Honor. 
MR. durkee: Your Honor, she obviously 
remembers the circumstance. 

THE COURT: It will go to the weight. I'll 
overrule it. 

I know it was after, I think you said October 

15? 


MR. DURKEE: Yes. 

Q So Kevin picked up the child, is that correct? 

A Yes. 
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Q Okay. And what was the next communication you 

had from -- with or from Kevin? 

A Well, he didn't bring her home on time. 

Q You had an agreement that he would bring the 

child home? 

A Yes. 

Q What time? 

A Eight or nine o'clock at night. 

Q And so then what did you do? 

A i called him and texted him and begged him to 

bring her home and explained that this is what we agreed 
on and he just pretty much ignored me, turned his phone 
off. 

Q Did you hear from him for the remainder of the 

night? 

A No. 

Q Had you talked to him prior that night about 

him having his parents watch the children? 

A He said that he wasn't, but he usually lies. 

Q Julia, you've also filed a petition for order 

of protection in this case, correct? 

A Correct. 

Q And -- 

A Wait, I'm sorry, are we done talking about that 
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incident? 

THE COURT: Let me ask you a question first. 

How much more do you think you have? 

MR. DURKEE: This order of protection will 
probably take me fifteen, 20 minutes. 

THE COURT: It's about ten to twelve, so -- 

MR. DURKEE: It might take less. 

THE COURT: My point being we can't start the 
cross-examination. This might be an appropriate time to 
break for lunch before you launch into a whole new area 
and you can finish that up after lunch and we can start 
with your cross-examination then. 

Okay. So why don't we -- we will break on this 
case right now. 

Ma'am, you may step down. 

THE WITNESS: Thank you. 

(Witness excused.) 

THE COURT: Counsel, if you could come back, as 
I said, I have one other order of protection this 
afternoon, but if you come back between 1:15 or 1:30 we 
will try to get started. 

MR. DURKEE: Thank you. 

(At which time court is adjourned for the noon 

recess.) 
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CERTIFICATE 


I, Beth M. Bute, duly appointed and qualified 
shorthand reporter of the Circuit Court of LaSalle 
County, Illinois, do hereby certify that the above and 
foregoing is a true and correct transcript of the notes 
taken by me in machine shorthand, and evidence offered 
in said Court, in the matter of the Proof in the 
above-entitled matter, which testimony was taken on the 
date heretofore given, and I verily believe said notes 
to be correct and to be full and complete transcript of 
all the evidence offered or introduced in said matter. 
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